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I HAVE been asked by the execut ive secre-t a r y of the Associa t ion of Research L i -
brar ies and the ed i to r of College and Re-
search Libraries to w r i t e a sho r t a r t ic le on 
the recent ly issued r epo r t of the A . R . L . 
C o m m i t t e e on the C o u n t of L i b r a r y H o l d -
ings. H a v i n g been myself a m e m b e r of the 
commit tee , m y r e m a r k s can h a r d l y be ex-
pected to be of a cr i t ica l n a t u r e . P e r h a p s 
w h a t I can mos t u se fu l ly do is to indica te 
the m a i n steps w h i c h led u p to the recom-
m e n d a t i o n s in f a v o r of c o u n t i n g by physical 
v o l u m e a n d to r e p r i n t the d i rec t ions f o r 
m a k i n g such a c o u n t as f o r m u l a t e d by the 
commi t t ee . F o r the detai ls , t he reader is 
r e f e r r e d to the r epo r t itself of w h i c h the 
w r i t e r has a l imi ted n u m b e r of copies fo r 
d i s t r ibu t ion . 
T h e m e t h o d of c o u n t i n g by bibl iographi-
cal un i t is described in deta i l by R o b e r t B. 
D o w n s in his a r t ic le en t i t led " U n i f o r m 
Stat is t ics fo r L i b r a r y H o l d i n g s , " publ ished 
in the Library Quarterly f o r J a n u a r y 1946. 
T h a t the m e t h o d w h i c h M r . D o w n s ad-
vocates w i l l p rov ide stat is t ics (if the record 
is accura te ly a n d exper t ly k e p t ) t h a t a re 
m o r e rel iable f o r compara t ive purposes t h a n 
those based on o the r m e t h o d s of c o u n t i n g 
can h a r d l y be q u e s t i o n e d ; the d a n g e r lies in 
the conclus ion t h a t the re is a m e t h o d , or 
any m e t h o d , of c o u n t i n g w h i c h wi l l m a k e 
f o r u n i f o r m i t y in stat is t ics of l ibrar ies be-
yond a ce r ta in size. I n v iew of the var ia -
t ions in l i b ra ry admin i s t r a t i ve p rocedures 
a n d in v i ew of the complexi ty of ma te r i a l s 
received by univers i ty and la rge research 
l ibrar ies , it seems probable t h a t no concept 
of u n i f o r m i t y in c o u n t i n g could be m o r e 
t h a n an ideal .1 If this is a cor rec t assump-
tion then it is an open ques t ion w h e t h e r the 
b ib l iographical un i t me thod of c o u n t i n g has 
advan tages over presen t me thods . M o s t 
l ibrar ies a re n o w c o m m i t t e d to a coun t by 
physical vo lume . If a change w e r e m a d e 
to b ib l iographica l un i t , a re t roac t ive coun t 
w o u l d be necessary fo r these l ibrar ies a n d 
this w o u l d be bu rdensome a n d expensive. 
Secondly, the m e t h o d of c o u n t i n g by biblio-
graph ica l un i t is m u c h m o r e compl ica ted 
and m o r e f r e q u e n t l y calls f o r decisions by 
profess ional personnel t h a n e i ther a physical 
v o l u m e or piece c o u n t . 
T h e s e th ings , a m o n g others , w e r e appa r -
en t to the second A . R . L . C o m m i t t e e on the 
C o u n t of L i b r a r y H o l d i n g s 2 w h i c h w a s 
appoin ted at the J a n u a r y 1948 A . k . L . 
m e e t i n g on the mot ion of R o b e r t D o w n s . 
T h e n e w commi t tee ' s r epor t , filed on J a n . 
13, 1949, 3 o f fe red a brief resume of ear l ier 
s tudies and pointed ou t the obvious b u t 
appa ren t ly over looked f ac t t h a t no adequa t e 
m e t h o d of c o u n t i n g by physical v o l u m e had 
ever been f o r m u l a t e d . T o cor rec t this 
s i tua t ion the commi t t ee p repa red a s ta te-
m e n t of the m e t h o d of c o u n t i n g by physical 
v o l u m e (see A p p e n d i x I ) . 4 A f t e r c a r e f u l 
s tudy of bo th systems it r e c o m m e n d e d its 
p re fe rence fo r the physical coun t because 
1 Mr. Downs would appear to have reached this 
same conclusion. The minutes of the A.R.L. meeting 
of Mar. 3, 1949 report: "Mr. Downs, chairman of the 
earlier Committee on Statistics, said that he had once 
thought uniformity possible, but that he had now be-
come disillusioned on this subject." 
2 Benjamin E. Powell, Jack Dalton, Rudolf Hirsch, 
Richard Logsdon and Guy R. Lyle. 
3 Minutes of the 32nd meeting of the A.R.L. , Jan. 
20, 1949, Appendix I V , p. 52'if. 
4 Appendices I and II appear at the end of this 
report. 
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of its w idesp read use, s impl ic i ty a n d inex-
pensive a d m i n i s t r a t i o n . > Since the ra t io 
be tween the n u m b e r of physical v o l u m e s 
and t he n u m b e r of t i t les in a l i b r a r y is to 
some ex ten t indica t ive of the research char -
ac te r of a l i b ra ry , the c o m m i t t e e recom-
m e n d e d t h a t un ivers i ty a n d l a rge research 
l ibrar ies should also keep a c o u n t of ac-
quis i t ions by t i t le . 
I n p r e p a r i n g its r e p o r t the c o m m i t t e e 
b o r r o w e d heavi ly f r o m the w o r k of the 
ear l ier A . R . L . C o m m i t t e e headed by M r . 
D o w n s . Some of t he specific in s t ruc t ions 
w o r k e d o u t by the D o w n s ' commi t t ee w e r e 
inco rpora t ed in to the s t a t e m e n t on c o u n t i n g 
by physical v o l u m e w h i c h is appended . 
T h e c h a i r m a n of the A . C . R . L . C o m m i t t e e 
on Sta t is t ics a n d the Chief of the L i b r a r y 
Service Div i s ion w e r e inv i ted to cr i t ic ize 
the r e p o r t and por t ions of the i r l e t t e r s a r e 
r e p r o d u c e d in A p p e n d i x I I . A t the M a r c h 
1949 m e e t i n g of the A . R . L . a vote w a s 
t aken on the t w o m e t h o d s of c o u n t i n g w i t h 
the resu l t t h a t 12 m e m b e r s f avo red coun t -
i n g by b ib l iographica l un i t a n d 2 9 by physi-
cal vo lume . O n the basis of this vo te and 
the discussion w h i c h fo l lowed , it seems 
p robab le t h a t a f e w la rge l ib rar ies w i l l con-
t i nue to c o u n t the i r ho ld ings and c u r r e n t 
acquis i t ions as they have a lways done, al-
t h o u g h a c lear -cu t m a j o r i t y appea r to f a v o r 
the m e t h o d of c o u n t i n g by physical vo lume . 
T h o s e w h o c o u n t by physical v o l u m e should 
use as a gu ide the ins t ruc t ions f o r c o u n t i n g 
set f o r t h in A p p e n d i x I , those w h o c o u n t 
by b ib l iographica l un i t shou ld f o l l o w the in-
s t ruc t ions set f o r t h by M r . D o w n s in the 
ar t ic le previous ly no ted . I n r e p o r t i n g sta-
tistics, each l i b ra ry should des igna te w h i c h 
m e t h o d it fo l lows . 
A l t h o u g h the c o m m i t t e e has been dis-
cha rged , it is m y fee l ing ( a n d , here , I can-
no t speak fo r the C o m m i t t e e ) t h a t the 
m e t h o d of c o u n t i n g by physical v o l u m e wi l l 
con t inue to be wide ly used in th is c o u n t r y 
and t h a t an e f fo r t should be m a d e to im-
prove a n d s t a n d a r d i z e the commi t t ee ' s s ta te-
m e n t . T h u s , in t he i m m e d i a t e f u t u r e , I am 
m o r e eager t h a n ever fo r ideas and cr i t i -
cisms by l e t t e r of the m e t h o d ou t l ined in 
A p p e n d i x I . Cr i t i c i sm should be specific 
and , w h e n possible, accompanied by c a r e f u l -
ly w o r d e d subs t i t u t e provis ions f o r the sec-
t ions w h e r e it is f e l t t h a t revision is needed . 
Appendix I 
Outline of a Method of Counting by Physical Volume 
Definition of a Volume 
A volume is defined as any printed or 
otherwise reproduced work , bound between 
two covers or suitable fo r being so bound. 
What to Count 
Only mater ia ls intended to fo rm pa r t of the 
l ibrary 's permanent collection should be in-
cluded. T e m p o r a r y groups of mater ia l and 
other ephemera should be excluded. 
All volumes cataloged or made ful ly avail-
able fo r use and intended fo r pe rmanen t ad-
dition to the collection should be included in 
the count. T h u s all mater ia l which can be 
readily identified and located fo r use by ca ta-
loging, classification, finding-lists, checked 
bibliography, or a combination of these 
methods, would be counted, except such 
ephemera as noted above. 
How and What to Count in the Total Vol-
ume Count 
1. C o u n t each volume as one. 
2. W h e n two or more volumes are bound 
together, count the resul t ing unit as one. F o r 
example, two, five, or a dozen pamphlets bound 
together between covers would count as one 
volume. 
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3-5 Serials should not be counted unti l they 
are bound in regular l ibrary binding or pre-
pared fo r use by tying par t s between board 
covers, placing par ts in pamphlet boxes, etc. 
Coun t the la t t e r in volumes as you would if 
they were bound in regular l ibrary binding. 
Serials awai t ing regular l ibrary binding (e.g., 
latest volume of Atlantic or an older volume 
awai t ing completion before binding) should 
not be counted. 
A serial is defined as a "publication issued 
in successive parts , usually at regular inter-
vals, and, as a rule, intended to be continued 
indefinitely."—A.L.A. 
4. F o r comparisons of subject holdings, 
statistics of volumes shelved in professional 
school libraries, e.g., law, engineering, medi-
cine, agriculture, business and journal ism, etc., 
should be issued separately, as well as be in-
cluded in the total volume count. 
5. All l ibrar ies officially a pa r t of an insti-
tut ion should be included in its statistics of 
holdings, regardless of location or adminis-
t ra t ive control . 
How and What to Count as a Separate Sta-
tistic 
Separate statistics should be maintained for 
the following types of mater ia l and these sta-
tistics should not be included in the total vol-
ume count except in instances which a r c noted 
below in parentheses : 
a. Manuscripts. Coun t by individual item. 
5 Alternate to 3. Do not report the count of serials 
until they are bound in regular library binding. A 
serial is defined as a "publication issued in successive 
parts, usually at regular intervals, and, as a rule, in-
tended to be continued indef inite ly ."—A.L.A. Excep-
tion: Unbound newspapers, intended for permanent 
keeping, shall be counted arbitrarily as 12' volumes a 
year for dailies and two volumes a year for weeklies. 
A manuscript is defined as the smallest inde-
pendent, self-contained unit in a collection. 
T h i s may be a volume such as a ledger, scrap-
book, or a let ter press copy book; an individual 
le t ter or one sheet or a dozen sheets, etc. T h e 
physical characterist ic of the manuscr ipt de-
cides whether it is one item or several items. 
b. Micro-reproductions. Coun t microfilm 
by reel, strip or other physical fo rm. Coun t 
photostats and photoprints by piece. ( I f the 
la t te r are bound in a volume or volumes, count 
by volume and include in the total volume 
count .) 
c. Slides. Coun t individually. 
d. Maps. Coun t unbound maps individu-
ally. (Coun t atlases and other bound collec-
tions of maps by volume and include in the 
total volume count.) 
e. Motion picture film. Count by reel. 
f. Sound recordings. Coun t by physical 
unit, e.g., cylinder, single-faced record, double-
faced record, or spool of wire . 
g. Prints. Woodcuts , l i thographs, engrav-
ings, etc. Coun t individually. ( I f prints come 
in a portfolio, wi th title page, count each por t -
folio as a volum£ and include in the total vol-
ume count.) 
h. Music. Coun t by volume wi th exception 
tha t a score—a specific composit ion—with 
multiple playing par t s should be counted as one 
volume regardless of how it is kept. Coun t 
instruction and method books as other books 
and include in the total volume count .) 
i. Broadsides and posters. Coun t individu-
ally. 
j. Other special categories of library ma-
terials, e.g., archi tectural drawings. Coun t in-
dividually. 
Appendix II 
Excerpts from Letters 
From Ralph M. Dunbar, Chief, Service to 
Libraries, Office of Education, Feb. 17, 1949: 
1. W i l l not the phrase "suitable fo r being 
so bound" in the Definition need some modi-
fication if "a l t e rna te 3" is accepted? F o r ex-
ample, serials tied up in board covers could 
certainly be considered as being suitable fo r 
binding, and hence by definition a "volume." 
I suppose that your "a l t e rna te 3" simply elim-
inates serial volumes in this condition f rom 
being counted. T h e original definition may 
lead to confusion nevertheless. 
2. Can some compromise be reached be-
tween "3" and "a l te rna te 3" of Appendix I ? 
Or ig ina l 3 seems too loose and the a l ternate 
too rigid. F o r example, serials placed loosely 
in pamphlet boxes are certainly liable to loss 
and damage and hence are ra ther nonperma-
nent in condition. O n the other hand, it is pos-
sible tha t serials may be too f ragi le or o ther-
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wise unsuitable fo r binding, yet are amply 
protected in containers which have tapes or 
other forms of fasteners . 
3. T h e recommendation (Appendix I, No . 
5) tha t the holdings of all l ibraries officially 
a pa r t of the institution be included in the 
tota l volume count is a good one, but some 
provision should be made for differentiat ing 
such l ibraries when they have their own budg-
ets and their own staffs, separate and distinct 
f rom the general university l ibrary. O t h e r -
wise, university adminis t ra tors will not have 
a comparable basis for est imating expenditure 
ratio, per s tudent figures, etc. 
4. In the ma t t e r of the definitions in Ap-
pendix I, we wonder if the "one sheet or a 
dozen sheets" pa r t of ( a ) manuscripts could 
be sharpened up somewhat . T h e archivist 
may know how to in terpre t this par t , but the 
layman may be puzzled by it. ( e ) Motion 
picture film. O u r Visual Educat ion Section 
questions the use of " ree l " as a sat isfactory 
unit for counting. T h e specialists suggest a 
counting by "pr in ts" because " ree l" is not a 
definite measure . T h e y suggest that eventu-
ally l ibrar ians may wish to break down their 
film holdings by: 8mm, 16mm, and 35mm. 
F o r the physical aspects involved in storage, 
the inflammable and the noninflammable 
charac ter of the films is important , al though 
it may not be so for the research l ibrarian. 
O u r visual education specialists also ask 
why "fi lmstr ips" are not specified for a count, 
as' they fo rm as impor tant a medium as 
"slides." As you probably know, "f i lmstr ip" 
is the te rm now being s tandardized by the 
t rade and includes strip films and film slides, 
normally 011 35mm film, and five feet in 
length. 
From G. Flint Purdy, Chairman, A.C.R.L. 
Committee on Statistics, Feb. 26, 1949: 
. . . T h e method proposed in Appendix I 
seems to me to be about as f a r as we can go 
at the moment in establishing a s tandard and 
practicable means of measur ing the contents 
of l ibraries. M y personal preference is for 
I tem 3 as approved by the major i ty of your 
Commit tee , r a the r than for the al ternat ive 
suggestion. W e actually bind all periodicals 
which we keep, but if we kept them in pam-
phlet boxes, fo r example, they would still con-
st i tute a par t of our l ibrary resources and 
would be available th rough periodical indexes 
and abstract ing journals . 
I should like to see the suggested measure-
ment of microfilm resources refined some-
wha t . W h y could this not be done by using 
feet or f r a m e s as the unit r a the r than pieces? 
I find the proposal with respect to counting 
music somewhat ambiguous, though I have 
no doubt tha t those more fami l ia r with music 
l i t e ra ture would not. 
. . . T h e r e remains some doubt, however, 
concerning the desirability of a t tempting to 
distinguish between mater ia ls "intended to 
f o r m par t of the l ibrary 's permanent collec-
t ion" and those not so intended. W h a t is 
w r o n g with counting them when added and 
deducting them when w i t h d r a w n ? T h i s ob-
viates the necessity of a crystal ball in pre-
dicting w h a t is to be permanent , and also 
simplifies the instructions to those doing the 
actual counting. 
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